- 
ade th. 
: 11 — — 

— cc 

* fu ; EP 

1 þ x 
86 4 3 
. 938 . 4 ak FE — 1 
* n - 
4 


* 


js e Je . + ET 
Wh 89 H 96 


| Biſhop of RAPHO's | 
SECOND LETTER, 


Written upon Occaſion of two BOOKS lately 
Pubiſhed againſt him. | 
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W, 


taken up a Refolatton, which I believe I ſhall not alter, never 


Biſhop of C has been pleaſed to publiſh againft me; Yet thall I nor 
in the leaſt decline to give you all reaſonable Satisfaction in thoſe parti- 
culats wherein you ſeem to deſire it. beg A TT rt 
Tt was upon a Sunday, about the middle of May laſt, that his Lord- 
ſhip meeting me at a Funeral, was pleaſed: to ask me when intended to 
'begin my | urney to Raph? , I told him not till Manday come Se night at 
the ſooneſt : And upon the Friday following, in the Evening, a little 
ragged Boy brought me the Anfiver which he had publiſſed to my Let- 
ter, and meeting me accidentally at my Door, gave it into my Hand, 
and went immediately away, without ſpeaking one word, as far as I can 
remenbe rt: 2. Fee rl ein 
Being at that time preparing for my Journey; Which could not be 
put off, becauſe it was to attend my Lord Primate's Triennial Viſitation, 
T really had not leiſure to read above three or four pages of the Book: 
But by them T preſently found that the bare publication of my Letter 
vould, to all ſober Men, be a ſufficient Reply to it: And being told by 
one, into whoſe Hands J gave it, that this was what his Lordſhip de- 
manded from me, I the next Day writ the ſhort Account which I have 
prefixed to my Letter, and ſtraitway ordered it to be ſent to the Preſs. 
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THO for very good Reafons, and with the Approbation of 
all Men with whom I have diſcourſed upon the Subject; L have 


to Read, and much leſs to Anſwer, thoſe Books which my Lord 
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Being obliged not only to be at his Grace's Viſitation, but alſo ſoo 
that, 


after to travel almoſt round the Dioceis of Rypho ; you may believe 


during the time I was Abroad, I had but little Opportunity to ftady "or 
write; and indeed the Account which every one, who had read his 


Lordihip's Book, gave me of the Temper and Manner of irs Compo- 
jure, confirmed me more and more in my Opinion, that no ſober and 
impartial Man would think that it needed any Reply at all: And theie- 
{ore from the Day that Frecefved it, to this preſent Time, T fever read 
ene Word more of it, than what I have already told you. 
As to my Sermon which I was forced to print in the Beginning of 
Ottober, 1714: His Lordſhip and I had, very fon after, à little, and 
but a little Diſcourſe about it; In which the ſtrange Notion of Parts 


neither Eſſential nor Integral, but only Circumſtantia, or Accidental, 


upon which he then grounded his great Objection againſt it, , appearing 
to me to have nothing of Weight or Solidity in it, I could not imagine 
that ever I ſhould have heard any more of that Matter from him : Nor 
indeed do I know (except a very little by hear-ſay ) what the Contents. 
of this his laſt Book are. For he has not thought fit to favour me with 
a Copy; And by the Account which all others, that I meet with, give 
of it, I ſee no Reaſon why I ſhould ſo much as read it. 1 i 

But you tell me that his Lordſhip has ſet my Arguments in 2 Di- 
verting Eight. How this is performed I am not much concerned”; 
Nor is it any difficult Matter for an ingenious Man (who will venture 
to take ſuch a Liberty) by dextrous Miſconſtructions, mixed with ob- 
ſcure Terms, a tew Jeſts, and perſonal Reflections, ſo to d wert and turn 
away the Mind of an unwary Reader, as that he ſhall not 4; Je 
to, or obſerve the true and exact State of a Controverſy. But if inſtead 
of 4 Diverting Light, which is very apt to dazzle the Sight, you will 
be ſo kind, or rather 7ſt, as to ſet what J have laid in my former 
Letter in @ calm and true Light ; You will find that St. Paul s Objecti- 
on (for indeed I borrowed it from him) againſt his Lordſhip's Doctrine 


about drinking to the Memory of K. William, is not to be anſwered. 


Bring all the Syllogiſms and obſcure Terms you can together, yet will 


you never be able to prove any Action to be a Sin, except you point 
out ſome Lam of God, of which it is « Tranſzreſhon. And indeed if 


both St. Pau] and St. John had been filent in this Matter; Yet every 
fober Man's own Reaſon would be ſufficient to inform him, that S/ 28 
nothing elſe but rhe P.anſgreſſion of the Law, 1 John 3. 4. And that 
where no Law is there is no Tranſereſfion, Rom. 4. 1i7. 
If therefore inſtead of Diverting, you have a Defire to inform your 
ſelf ; ſearch the Law of God both natural and revealed, with all the 
Diligence 
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1E 
Diligence you can, and try if you can there find it either exprefly, or 
by juſt;Conſequence or hidden, for a; Man to drink a Glaſs of Wine, as 
a cuſtomary. Han dr Token of his Sincerity, when he wiſhes any thing, 
whatever it be, that is Lauful., Bor upon this, and this alone, the 
ly depend, when the Queſtion is Whe- 


Reſolution of the Caſe mult intire 
ther This or that Thing be 2 Sn. 


You ſeem to think that I have giren his Lordſhip ſome. very great 
Provocation.z Or elle he who ance, profeſſed ſuch an intire Friendſhip to 
me, would never. have treated me; after ſo unkind a Manner, I once 
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indecd thought my ſelf happy in, his . Lordfhip's Friendſlüp, and as a | 
fincere Eriend, dilwaded him all I could from publiſhing a Doctrine, 1 
which to me both then did, and ſtill does appear to be not only eirone- 
ous, but really and truly an adding to the Law of God; Nor am I able { 

f 


do find out wherein ſuch Addition confilts, (As it is forbidden, Dear. 4. 
2. and, elſewhere ) except it be in maintaining that to be a Daty or a 
Sin. which God himſelt has not any Way made ſo: And when I could 
not prevail with his Lordſhip, even ſo much as. to take the Advice of 
5 any one Biſhop concerning his new Notion, before he pub.iſhed it; I 
x freely, yet modeſtly, told him, that be neither had nor could prove his 
Point, as long as the two 1 —— of Seripture which I. have but now 
| quoted, were allowed to be of Force, and at his own Deſue in writing 
gave him my Reaſons for what I ſaid:;. neither was I ſhy in common 
Converfation of owning that I was of a different Opinion from his 
Lordſhip. If this be a. Provocarion: that deſerves ſuch high Reſentment, 
I mult; own. that I gave it: But beyond. this, I. profeſs I know not what 
Reaſon his Lordſhip has to een Wihy he: And. if; he pleaſes to 4 
inform me, and I am: guilty, I ſhall be ready to beg his. Pardon; As! f 
5 believe you think he ought to do mine, if he has wronged. me. 
But you tell. me that in my printed Letter J have given h's Lordſhip - 
harſh Language, that I charge him with uſing bard or ambiguors Words, 
Terms of Art, and+intricate.Reaſonings. : And do you call Truth taiily 
expreſt, and without any, Aggravation, harſh Langrage © If Sin is the 
Tranſgreſhn of the Law (As the Holy Spirit of God by St. ph has 
told us) Whoſoever: would :impartially enquire - whether any Action be 
really 2 Sin, ought to fix upon ſome Law of God whereby ro make a 
Tryal ; and; having truly ſtated the Intent or 1077 of God in makitg 
that Law, as. alſo the fru Nature or Import of the Action, of which 
the. Enquiry -1s- to be made, mult then fairly examine whether there. be ö 
any thing in that Action that is any Way contrary to the Dehign of chat 5 
Law. But inſtead of this fair and clear Way of proceeding, his Loid- 
ſip has, firſt, changed the very Terms of the Queſtion. Ils firft Book 
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. 41 
is entitled, Of drinking to the Memory of the Dead; his ſecond Part 
(As he calls ir) is of drin ing im:Remembrance of the Dead. Now I 
Pray Sir conſider; is not dr:nking to the Memory one thing, and dein 
ting in Remembrance (As we do of Chriſt in the bleſied Sacrament * 
quite another? Did any Man ever drink zo be Memory of Chriſt * 
Or y Remembrance of K. William ? Or if his Lordſhip, contrary to 
the Senſe of all Men, will call it drinking in Remembrance of K. Wil 
liam; Will he ſay that this Expreſſion (7 Remembrance} has the ſame 
Signiſication upon both Occaſions ? And if not; Is not this a manifeſt 
Impoſition upon his Reader by the meer Anbiguity of the Words? 
Or wherein does ſuch Ambiguity conſiſt, but in this, that one and the 
ame Word or Expreſſion, either is ſometimes uſed, or at leaſt may be 
wreſted and ſtrained to different Significations? © «ro . 

Again, has his Lordſhip any where ſtated and cleared up the Defign 
and Intent of any particular Law of God, as a Rule whereby we may 
bring this Action of drinking, &c. to a fair Tryal ? Or has he impar- 
tially enquired into the Nature and Import of the Action it ſelf, and 
plainly ſhewn what it is that Men do when they ſo drink? Whether he 
has done any thing of this Sort in his Anſwer to my Letter, I neither 
know nor intend to enquire. But in his fir/? and ſecond Part, wherein 
this ought to have been fully done, All that I can find, which ſeems to 
look that Way, to me appears ſo obſcure and involved, that with Re- 
ſpect to my ſelf, I muſt call it dark and intricate; Nor do] believe that 
it will appear much clearer to any Reader ot a common Capacity: And 
as for Eſſential Form, Sacramental Action us d Unſacramentally, and 
{ome other Words which his Lordſhip uſes, and ſometimes lays a Strefs 
upon, what are they bur Texms of Art, or Artificial Expreffions ? Which, 
altho' being well explained, they may be of good Uſe among Scholars, 
or others that are ſufficiently accuſtomed to their Meaning; yet to thoſe 
who are Strangers to them, are no better than an Amuſement ; and 
much more apt to perplex than inform their Conſciences, without 
ſome better Explication be given of then, than any which his Lord- 
tc to mz} race. = 
Aft leaſt you think it very harſh that I ſhould charge his Lordfhip's 
Doctrine with B/aſphemy + I this were ſo (as I am ſure it is not) we 
are but upon equal Terms: For his Lordſhip has charged that Practice, 
which ( AbftraQting from Abuſes ) I have defended, with no leſs than 
Uilatry. But I pray confider : One Man having a fight Notion of the 
bleffed Sacrament, has at the ſame time a very wrong one of the 
Practice of drinking to the Memory of K. William, and for this Reafon 
calls theſe two Actions i ſame. This indeed is a great, and perhaps 


75 


LY] 
an #ncharitable Miſtake, and the very utmoſt that I any Way lay to his 
Lordſhip's Charge: But another may (and is by me ſuppoſed to) have 
a right. Notion of the Practice of drinking to the Memory of K. 
William, but a wrong one of the bleſſed Sacrament ; And if, on this 
Suppoſition, he affirms that the Afton of drinking in the holy Commu- 
mon, inſtituted by Chriſt, is * or of the ſame ſort with that 


cu ſtomary one of drinking to K William's Memory ; I then indeed ſay 
that he is guilty of B/afphemy (which is defined to be a freaking 
contumeliouſiy of God or his Ordinances ). But as this is far from being 
his Lordſhip's Caſe; ſo I cannot but wonder that a Man of your Senſe 
could not preſently perceive that he is no way concerned in that Paſſage 
of my Letter. . : 

But you ſeem to put a bitter Conſtruction upon thoſe Words of my 
Letter, wherein I ſay, that If his Lordſhip cannot find a Difference 
between that Attion of drinking in Remembrance of a Perſon departed 
this World, which is applied to Chriſt in the holy Sacrament, ard that 
which | In quite another Manner | is applied to K William (As be 
profeſſes, Part 2. Page 29.) 1 cannot but admire what is become of 
that Accuracy of Thought, which I have ſo often had Occaſion to ci 
ſerve in him. I ſolemnly profeſs that the laſt Sentence of this Clauſe 
was by me deſigned as a Token of Honour and Reſpett to him; And 
as ſuch ( and no otherwiſe ) was particularly taken Notice of by ſome 
of thoſe few Friends whoſe Opinion I deſired of what J had written. 
J have often both with Profit and Delight taken Notice of the Ac 
curacy of his Lordſhip's Thoughts in ſeveral Inſtances, which J then 
intended, and ſhall always be ready to acknowledge ; Nor had I then 
the leaſt Thought of ſignifying any more but my Wonder that a Perſon 
of ſo good a Judgment in other Things, hould be ſo much miſtaken 
in this: Or if I had had any Apprehenſion that my Words would have 
been ſo uncharitably wreſted to what I never meant by them, as I find 
they have been; I would have taken the utmoſt Care I could to have 
prevented ſuch a Miſconſtruction. 5 bs 
Lou object to me that there having been ſo great a Friendſhip be- 
tween his Lordſhip and me, I ought not to have communicated my 
Letter to any one before I had ſhewed it to him. But I pray conſider 
that at firſt I communicated my Thoughts with alt Privacy to his 
Lordſhip, ; But after the Publication of his firſt Book, and that the 
Matter of it became a common Subject of Diſcourſe ; I had Occaſion 
many times in ordinary Converſation to give my Opinion of his grand 
Aſſertion with Reference to Conſcience : Which whenever I did, I 
always built upon this Foundation, * I could by no Means yield 
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any Action to be a Sin, until I law, jt ſufficiently proved fo {got barely 
by Metaphiſical Terms, or Sy Hogiſins, but 1 the plain and: clear 
Deſign of the Law of God; and for what I 1aid I frequently, quoted 
the two remarkable Texts already mentioned. When — ban. 
51 of his 2. Part) I found his Lordſhip advancing a very wrong. In- 
ter pretation of St. Pau/'s Words as by me quoted (Rom. 4. 15. ) a8 t 
by uo Law in that Place, were only, meant u expres paſitive. Luw,, 
Whereas I had always affirmed to him that the Deſign 775 Lam, 
tho' not expreſſed, was there alſo intended, And (Page 53, Marg.) 
After a /arge Anſwer juſt given, I was ſoon to expect a full one 
alſo to my Objettion, wherein the ſhameful Weakneſs of it was 
without Mercy to be expoſed ; I thought it belt not only to review 
and farther enlarge upon what I had oftered, but alſo to take the O- 
pinion privately of ſome Friends both of his Lordſhip's and mine upon it, 
that I might either make it appear to be of real Force, or elſe retract it, 
it I found it to be Weak and Unconciufive, For this Reafon I ſhew- 
ed what I had written, to a few Perſons of the belt Character, before ] 
gave it to his Lordſhip. But when his Lordſhip himſelf, withcut ſo 
much as asking any Conſent of mine, was pleaſed to tell me that he 
had given Liberty to others to take Copies of it; I believe you will 
eaſily allow that, after that, I was not under the leaſt Obligation to 
keep it any longer concealed. | | 
But if I had a Mind effectually to confute his Lordſhip's Doctrine, 
you think I ought to have given an Anſwer to his Siem, at leaſt 
to that ſtri&/y Caregorick one (Part 2. Page 40.) In which he ſeems 
to have collected his whole Strength: For he aſſures us that he Mat- 
ter M it is ſo evident, that from the Iime his Adverſaties begin 10 
conſider ſeriouſly (which hitherto then it ſeems they never had done) 77 
will fling their Conſciences, it will ſtic by them to their dying Day, 
and not leave them any Quiet in their Minds, till their Recantation is 
as publick as the Oppoſition they have given to the Doctrine it proves. 
Had his Lordſhip fiſt eſtabliſhed his Point by any one ſolid and 
ſufficient Argument clearly propoſed ; and, having thus both enlightned 
and convinced the Judginent of his Reader, had then proceeded colla- 
terally to enforce what he had ſaid, by the Conſiderations of a diſtur- 
bed Conſcience, and a Death-bed ; I for my part, ſhould highly have 
approved of it. But when I find a Man firſt beginning to raiſe Fear and 
Terror in the Mind (which always diſturbs the Reaſon ) before he 
offers to produce his Proof ; It gives me a great Suſpicion of the 
Weakneſs of his Cauſe : Nor is there any thing more unfair in the 
common Way of Diſputation which is uſed by the Romiſh Prieſts, Fan 
| this, 
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this, That they firlt affright, and therehy unſettle the Minds of poor 
j noranit Bebe by % 0, e e Damnation to them, if they 
4 { 


become” Carholreks, as they... call it; And when they have thus 
ſhaken them by Working upan' their Imagination; Then they come 
upon them with. their fallacious Arguments. 1 


a Fu us hear the Syllogiſta, which I ſhall ſet down at large, and 
fill up an, e. which his Lordſhip has put into his Concluſion, that 


ve may the better be Able ro make a right Judgment of it, It runs thus, 
N Aion which by ommind or Inflitntion of Chrift is made a fart 
of Divine Worſhip, can, without Idolatry, be applied 10 a meer Man. 
Bat that Action of Drinking in remembrance of a Perſon departed 
this World, is by Command and Inſtitution of Chriſt, made a part of Di- 
vine Worſhip. Therefore W . 


That Aion of Drinking in Remembrance of a Perſon departed this 
World 545770 laſt Words are ſupplied by an Cc.) cannot without I. 
dolatry be applied to a meer Man. 3 3 
I profeſs I do not ſee any thing in this Syllogiſm, but what, in my 
former Letter, I think I have ſufficiently Anſwered, or Obviated: How- 
ever; 1 ſhall not think much of a.few Minutes pains to take it into a 
little farther Confideration. 5 


If any of the 7erms made uſe of in a Syllogiſm are either of Joubt- 


ful Stgnification, and not ſufficiently Explained, or are uſed in Senſes not 


exadly the ſame in the ſeveral Propofitions of it; Such a Syllogiſm, 


However ſeemingly exact in the ſound of its Words, cannot determi- 


rately cogclude any thing, 
Þ | 


. 


Fiſt then, Perſon departed this World, in this Syllogiſm, neither is, 


nor with Truth can be taken in the ſame Signification in the Concluſion 


LING 04 + bt ' s. Ll +4 1 | - 
as it is in the, Anon of it, In one it is put to ſignify the /ing/e Perſon 
of Jeſus Chriſt aone, Whereas in the other it is put to denote a Perfon 
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„Man Jepatted this World. And it, inſtead of an &c, His Lordſhip had 


1, general, as comprehending the Perſon of Jong William, or any other 


expreſ&d his Conclfion at length, This diverſity of Sjgnification would 


more obviouſly have appeared to every intelligent Reader. 


Secondly, This expreſſion in remembrance, has a very different ſigni- 
_ fication in the Minor from what it is intended to have in the Concluſion. 


In the former, it neceſſarily denotes that only peculiar Commemoration of 


Chrift, as dying for the Sins of Mankind, which he has appointed to 


be made in the Holy Sacrament ; But in the latter it is deſigned to take 


in the memory of K. William; Or any other Perſon whatever; Which is 
quite another ſort of a thing. 


And here again we may obſerve that His Lordſhip not only in his Title 
| Pages, 
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Pages, but alſo in the Body of his Ang has changed thoſe very 
terms in which all the force of them, If they had any, is alone to be pla- 
ced. In his firſt Syllogiſm (Pt. I. p. T1. ) He tells us that Chriſt bas 
appropriated drinking ĩo the Memory of the Dead to his own Perſon : 
By which (As the preceding propoſition ſhews ) He means not the bare 
expreſhon (Which is none of Chriſt's) but the 2707 fignified by it : 
But in the Syllogiſm now under Confideration, Inſtead of the, words 
to the memory of the Dead, He ſubſtitutes, in remembrance of a Per- 
Jon departed this World : Which to the imagination of the Reader pre- 
ſents a very different Idea of the Action about which the Diſpute is, and 
thereby not only per plexes, but indeed alters the ſtate of the Queſtion. 
For altho' hat attion of drinking in remembrance of a Perſon departed 
this World,. which by Command and Inſtitution of Chriſt is made a part 
of Divine Worſhip, ought not to be applisd to any but Chriſt himſelt, 
who died for our Sins; Yet the action of drinking a Glaſs of Wine, in 
our common Entertainments as 4 token of our ſincerity, when we wiſh 
well to the ſucceſs of a Caule, to the Health and Proſperity of a living 
Friend, or the Glorious Memory of K. Wm. who is deceaſed (which 
action is not made a part of Divine Worſhip, but only of Civil Reſpect, 
And that by Cuſtom ) cannot by his Lordthips Argument be proved to 
be any way ſinful or unlawful. T | 
From the bare ond of words no conſequence can be drawn, but muſt 
always be inferred from the meaning, or ſignification of them: Nor was 
there any Man, I believe, before my Lord Biſhop of C, that ever u- 
ſed this expreſſion drinking to the Memory, as applied to K. Hm. in the 
ſame ſignification as that of drinking in Remembrance; when applied to 
Chriſt : And if, contrary to Cuſtom, and the Senſe of all other Men, 
his Lordſhip will apply both of theſe expreſſions indifferently to each of 
thoſe Actions; Vet as long as it {till -u/? be with different Meanings, it 
cannot from thence be inferred that the Things or Actions, are the lame. 
For the farther clearing up of which, gave me leave to tranſcribe a part 
of the firſt Paper which I gave his Lordſhip. rf. 
„ St. Paul firft moſt labouriouſly preached the Goſpel, and then lad 
“ Jown his Life for it. Therefore it is lawful while the World ſtands, 
e to keep up an honourable Remembrance of him. But he did not dye 
for us, as Chriſt did: And therefore it is altogether unlawful, as well 
as abſurd, to have ſuch a remembrance of him as we have of Chriſt, 
* altho' without eating or drinking in token of it. But to eat and drink, 
That is. to keep a Feftival Day, as one means of keeping up ſuch 4 
* remembrance of him {and other good Men) as in it {elf is proper 
* and lawful, is forbidden by no Law of God, and therefore no Sin. 
* « Suppoſe 


Hs is 


.--.*- Yuppoſe then that every Year, upon St. Paal S Day, I ſhould fuft 
go to Church, and there partake of the Holy Communion : And then 


< invite my Neighbours to Dinner, Telling them that I did this on pur- 


* poſe that by keeping up the Memory of St. Paul, I might put them 
all in mind of that thankfulneſs which is due to God for the great be- 
„ nefits he has vouchſafed unto us by his | i. e. St. Pauls] Preaching, 
Writing and Suffering : Would it not be. plain that, in this caſe, my 
eating and drinking at Church, in remembrance of Chriſt, and my 
eating and drinking afterwards at Home, in a manner as different as 
may be, and for the keeping up ſuch a remembrance of St. Paul as is 
e in it ſelf both lawful and commendable ; Would it not be plain, I ſay, 
that theſe two Actions, As to their Moral Nature ( Whereby alone 
we are to judge of their Lawfulnels ) would be very different one 
from the other? And becauſe they ay be brought under one com- 
mon Form of Expreſhon, and one of them called cating and drinking 
in Remembrance of Chriſt, and the other eating and drinking in Re- 
membrance of St. Paul, mult this A in one Expreſſion ( Altho' 
the things ſignified by it are vaſtly different) makes us infer that 
therefore the actions are of the very ſame Nature? This were to form 
our Judgment according to the bare ſoοnd of words, and not their true 
import or ſigniſication, or the nature of the things which they de- 
note unto us. | | e 

In a word; If in imitation of the Bleſſed Sacrament, any one ſhould 
affect to uſe this particular expreſſion { in remembrance ] in any com- 
mon or ordinary Drinking; Ot if, with or without drinking, he ſhould 
offer ſo to commemorate any other perſon whatever, as we are bound to 
do our bleſſed Saviour; Both theſe things, I grant, would be in the 
higheſt degree finful ; Nor have I yet ever heard of any Man fo wicked, 
or indeed mad, as to do either of them: Bur in common Conver ſation, 


cc 


to drink a Glaſs of Wine as a cuſtomary token of my ſincerity, when I 


wiſh well to the Memory of King William, being neither expreſly, nor 
by conſequence, forbidden by any law of God that I can find, is, in my 
opinion, no ſin, except by being abuſed to ſome ill purpoſe, it becomes fo. 
But ſuppoſing his Lordſhip to have been miſtaken in his Opinion, yet 
Itill you demand what harm would it have been it he could any way 
have prevailed with Men to lay afidz a practice that by ſome has already 
been abuſed, and may perhaps hercatrer prove the occaſion of evil, more 
than it has already done? And therefore what neceſſity was there tha! 
I ſhould at all interpoſe in the Matter? 
How IT came firſt to ſpeak, Then to write, and at laſt to publiſh any 
thing in this Controverſy, I have already given, I think. a fair Account. 
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in what I have prefixed to my former Letter. Aud indeed if the que- 
{tion had only been whether, in Predence, Men ſhould have continued 
or forborn the cuſtom of drinking to the Memory of K. Wm. Or if his 
Lordſhips Arguments had only been levelled againſt the abuſe either of 
that, or any other practice, he fhould from me have had no oppolition; 
But when a common practice, For Eleven Years together, not at all 
thought ſinful by any Man, that I ever head of, is on a ſudden charged, 

firſt, as a Profanation of the Holy Comrnunion, and ſoon after as no lets 
than {do/arry ; And this, Chatge grounded upon Principles which are 
not only wrong; but allo, in their Conſequentes, likely to perplex and 

miſguide weak Minds in other Matters as well as this: No Man ſure is 

to be blamed, who in a fair and ſober way endeavours firlt, if he can, to 
prevent the publication of fuch Miltakes, or afterwards to confute them, 

and thereby wipe off the reproach either of groſs Ignorance, or great 
Wicked neſs, that muſt in conlequence lye upon the Clergy as well as 

Laity, if they ſhould be received for Truths. oe 

As to my Sermon preached Oo). 3. 1714. (With ſome pailiges 
whereof you ſeem not thronghly ſatisfied) Give me leave to inform you 
that as ſoon as I heard that a very falſe Interpretation both of it, and my 
deſign in it, was fpread about the Town; I cateiully and faithfully re- 
collected and writ it down whilz it was treſh in my memory-; And the 
next Sunday made a full repetition of that part of it, againſt which ſome 
had taken offence, before I ſent it to the Preſs ; And I do now challenge 
(As long fince I often did) any one who heard it, to aſſign any one pal: 
lage in the whole, that 1 have either added, omitted, or altered; Of 
which if you are not able to produce even on? ſingle inftance, Is it fair 
or Juſt in you to ſuggeſt (As you do) that in my printed Sermon I have 
concealed or varied in any thing from what I Preached ? 

As ſoon as it was publiſhed, | gave it to ſeveral Perſons of Learning, 
Piety, and intire Affection to our Eſtabliſhed Church; Who expreſly 
told me that it was altogether conformable to our Churches Doctrine: 
Nor have I yet heard of any one, Beſides your felt and my Lord Biſhop 
of Cork, that made any other Objection to it, after they had read it ; 
Except ſome that ſeemed to think it a little unſealonable ( Tho' why it 
ſhould be thought ſo I cannot yet ſee) And a few others were of opini- 
on that, pag. 15. I. 6. Inſtead of ay be obliged, J ought to have ſaid 
ere obliged : Of which I leave you to judge, if you pleaſe but through- 
ly to confider the Connexion of that with the preceding Paragraph. 

grant you indeed that there is a | notional or imaginary | Diffe- 
rence between our attainment of eternal Salvation, and our promo- 
ting the Glory of God : But are not theſe two things, practically 
conſidered, 


[ 13: 
conſidered, and in a religious Senſe, altogether the ſame? Or have 
you any other Way of g/orifying God, but only by doing thoſe things 
which tend to your Salvation? When therefore from my Text I Jay 
dow this Obſervation, That he only End and Deſigm which each Man 
ought to propoſe ts himſelf in his Religion, is the attainment of ever- 
laſting Life, or eternal Salvation; Can you have ſo little Charity as 
to ſuggeſt, or in the leaſt to imagine, that this is to he (Or indeed 
can be) underitood as excluſive, or not incluſive of zhe Glory of Gad? 
St. Pau! (no doubt) expreſly requires that we ſhould do all to rhe 
Glory of God, 1 Cor. 10. 31. But does not out Saviour as Ry tell us, 
that the Act of g/orifying God conſiſts in the doing thoſe very things 
which he requires from us, in order to our own Salvation ? Herein 7s 
my Father glorified that ye bear much Fruit, Joh. 15. 8. I have indeed, 
in that Sermon, ſet the innocent Satisfactions of this Life, and the 
Happineſs of the next, in a due Conttadiſtinction one to the other: 
But as for pleaſing God, and g/orifying God; Both the general Drift 
of the Diſcourſe, and in ſome Places the expreſs Words of it, do 
plainly ſhew, that I lookt upon them to be the very ſame thing with 
p16 [41g our own Salvation; Or (which with Reference to practical 
Religion is all one) that they were ſo joined together as not to be ſepa- 
rated. See Page 7. L ult. and p. 9. 1. 14. | 

But altho' | in Practice | theſe two things are really but one and the 
ſame ; And he who truly deſigns and does the one, muſt of neceſſity 
as truly deſign and do the other alſo ; Yet | in Speculation, and when 
we are diſcourſing of the End of Religion | you think a Diſtinction 
ought to be made between them, and both of them expreſly named. 
I will not at Preſent diſpute this Point with you? But ſuppoſing that 
my Expreſſions were not as full and diſtinct, as it is manifeſt my Mea- 
ning was honeſt and good; Yet the ſame Apology which my Lord 
Biſhop of Cork makes for ſome Defects of Expreſſion in his firſt Book, 
which he knew before-hand would meet with Oppoſition, may as well 
ſerve for my Sermon, which I did not imagine- would meet with any. 
I will ſet down his Lordſhip's own Words ( Part 2. p. 9.) And leave 
you to accommodate the Prport of them to my Caſe, as far as you 
think proper; Only at at the ſame time atiuring you that wharever may 
appear over ſharp in them, is not by me in the leaſt intended for your, 
or any other Perſon. ö | 

« *Tis your narrow ſuperficial Heads, who, not being able to ſee thro” 
< a Subject, are gravel'd with every ſeeming inconliftence ; And at e- 
“ very thing they can't reconcile, make a great outcry of Nonſenſe and 
« Contradiftion : Tho? they labour only to pervert a Man's Words, 27. 
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* wrelt his Sentences to a Meaning never in any ones Head but their 
* own : And tho' they neither ſee nor touch the ſtreſs of the Arpu- 
« ment, yet never fail to boaſt loudly that they have knock'd a Man 
* down, when they have been only paring his Hair or Naiſs. (N. B.) 
All Controverſy neceſſarily ſuppoſes ſomething of Candour and Since- 
< rity in an Adverſary; And in many Caſes a Man mult expreſs himſelf 
* ſhort to avoid tedious repetitions ; And nothing can be more diſinge- 
* nuous than to ſtrain all that to Inconfiſtence and Contradiction, which 
* a fair Reader will plainly fee was only to fave him a trouble, by put- 
ting the Argument in the Morteſt and cleareſt Light. 

Of what I have ſaid in my Sermon, touching the Ceremonres of our 
Church, I fhall offer no other Defence, but to deſire you to compare it 
(Which I am ſure you have not yet carefully done) not only with our 
3 4th Article, and Preface to the Common- Prayer, which I quoted in the 
Margin, But alſo, with any of the allowed Writers of our Church on 
that Subject, and particularly B ſhop Sander ſon's large Preface to his 
Sermons: Nor have I ſaid any thing on this: Occaſion, but what long 
ſince I had more largely done (and that with the Approbation of my 
Superiors) in divers {mall Books or Pamphlets, which at ſeveral times 
have publiſhed, and am ready to Thew ycu, if you have not already 
troubled your ſelf to look into them. Particularly be pleaſed to con- 
ſult my Defence of the Eſtabliſhed Church and Lame, Pag. 96. Cc. 
And A true Churchman, &c. from page 6. to page 19. Which Jaſt 
little Pamphlet I gave to his Lordſhip in 1709. I writ two more a- 
gainſt the Diſſenters, all agreeing in the ſame Doctrine with this Part 
of my Sermon; But it being long before; It is probable that they are 
now forgotten ; and therefore I name them not. 

But you tell me that I am fundamentally wrong in aſſerting that our 
Eſtabliſhed Ceremonies are ut Parts, but only Circumitances of Religr- 
on: Whereas you would have it, that altho' they are not efſenro/, nor 
integral, yet ſtill they are to be look't upon as (CIrcumſtantial Parte of 
it. Mult I then trifle with you about the Metafhyſical Notions of T»- 
tum and Parts? Confult all the Philoſophers who have written on the 
Subject, And you will find by them, that altho' you may take as many 
things as you pleaſe of different forts ro make up, in your own imagi- 
nation, a Totum beterogenenm, or aggrevgatum Vet Jotum and Pars 
being always Re/arrve Terms, and every Part being to be conceived as 
an Ingredient to conſlitute or make up the Whole ; Whatever is con- 
ceived as a Part, i.e. as an Ingredient of any Iotum, cannot at the 
ſame time he conceived as Ciicumſtantial, i. e. external to it. So that 
A circumRfantial Part of a thing, whatever it be, is as plain a Con- 
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tradition in the very Terms, as can poſſibly be imagined. The Diffe- 
rence between 2 Part and a Circumſtance (which ate very common 
Words) is eaſy to be apprehended by every Man who underſtands the 
Language: But a circumſtantial Part (i. e. an external Ingredient ) is 
to me a Sound without a Signification; As a round Square, an eval 
Cube, or any other two inconſiſtent Terms, ſo put together would be. 

If you will have me go on to act the Part of a young Collegian ; 
Circumiantial is a Denominative from Cireumance ; Which your own 
Burger ſdlicius thus defines, Circumſlantia eft quod Circa rem eſt, eive 
adjacet, aut appaſitum eſt, Log. L. I. C. 19. If this be a good Defin i- 
tion (As I believe you will not deny it to be) Tell me plainly is it poſ- 
ble for any Thing to have a circumſtantial Part ? But lat me tell you, 
that when theſe empty PHiloſophicꝶ Speculations, which are only fit to 
whet the Wits of Boys, are brought in to perplex the Affairs of Reli- 
gion; Then they become ſuch voin Bablings and Oppaſitions of Science 
falſely ſo called, as St. Paul expreſly directs to be avoided, 1 Tim. 6. 
20. Or if by 4 circumſtantial Part you mean no other than what 
I do by a Circumſtance ;, Which perhaps may be the Caſe ; Is no: 
this that very ſtriving about Words againſt which the ſame Apoſtle 
1 ſharply expreſſes himſelf, 1 1:2. 6. 4. and 2 Tix. 2. 14. 

If you pleaſe but once more to confider the laſt Inference, and what 
follows to the End of my Sermon; You will eafily ſee that there is not 
one Word there, that in the leaſt relates to the Ceremonies of our 
Church, but the whole is levelled againſt that vaſt Number of unneceſſa- 
ry Controverſies which have been mixed with Religion, by thoſe who 
ſeem more to have aimed at a vain Oſtentation of their own Wit and Sub- 
tilty, than the true Satisfaction of Mens Conſciences, or the directing 
them in the Way of everlaſting Salvation: Theſe, and theſe only are the 

Ties which there I compare to Aza/anta's Apples; And as for the 
Marginal Quotation at the Bottom of Page 15. which perhaps miſled 
you, your Eye will ſoon inform you that it is to be Joined with the like 
in the foregoing Page, where the Ceremonies are ſpoken of. 

But you ſeem to object even againſt my poor Faculty of Preaching, 
and tell me I know not what, of /an:jied Cant, and chewing the ſpiritual 
Food until it becomes nau ſcous, or ſomewhat to this Purpoſe ; which 
you ſay my Lord Biſhop of Cork intends for me, in his Anſwer to 
my Letter. But ſure his Lordſhip is a better Chriſtian than to endeavour 
to defeat what little Good I may beable to do, by rendring my Preaching 
contemptible. He did me the Favour to appoint me to Preach at his 
Conſecration; and was pleaſed particularly to commend the only Sermon 
which ſince that time 1 remember him to have heard from me: But 
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however that is or may be; I will take Care to make the beſt Ufe 
of the Hint you give me, and for the Time to come, to do better 
than formerly I have done. 5 1 [ 

But ſtill it is ſuſpected that in that Sermon I had ſome ſecret De- 
fign ro the Prejudice of our Church; And the Reaſon of this Su- 
{picion you give me in his Lordſhip's own Words; Whereby at the 
Beginning of his Book, he endeavours to get Poſſeſſion of rhe Mind 
of his Reader. Viz e 
When this Sermon was firſt Preached, tis ſaid there happened 
* a great Concourſe or Diſſenters, who are immoderately bent a- 
* gainſt our Epiſcopacy, Confirmation, Liturgy, Rites, Ceremonies, 
and Articles, &c. As alſo of ſuch who have but a Moderate, very 
* Moderate, Degree of Zeal and Concern for them, 1. e. tor the whole 
« Conſtitution of that Church of which they are viſible Members, and 
in the Communion of which they hope for Salvation. 

« need not tell you with what ſecret Pleaſure, Which diſcloſed it 
* felf with Applauſe in their Looks, theſe received the agreeable Do- 
« Ctrine, whilſt the true and genuine Sons of the Eſtabliſhed Church were 
* filled with Grief of Heart. Their Countenances fell, and diſcovered 
that Surpriſe and juſt Indignation, which became a fincere and firm 
* Adherence to that Profeſſor they were firſt received into by Baptiſm -- 
Thus far his Lordſhip's Words as you ſet them down. = 

Whether the Diſſenters are thus bent not only againſt our Epiſcopacy, 
Confirmation, Liturgy, Rites, Ceremonies ; but alfo againlt all, or any 
other thing contained in our Thirty Nine Articles (For what the fol- 
lowing, Cc. Means I know not) Let them anſwer for themſelves : But 
all the things that are here ſuggeſted againſt the Congregation which then 
was at Church, or againſt me or my Sermon, However pompoully ex- 
preſt, are really no more but Oratorical Fictions. | 

For, Firſt, No Man but my ſelf either had or could have the leaſt 
Knowledge or Apprehenfion what particular Points J intended to han- 
dle? And therefore it is very improbable that that Day, above all orhers, 
there ſhould be ſo great a Concourſe at my Pariſh-Church : Nor, I 
aſſure you, was the Congregation then greater than ar other Times it 
generally uſed to be. | „q SS. 

Secondly, If there had been any Number of Diſſenters that Day at 
Church, In all likelihood I ſhould ſoon have heard ſomething of it; 
Eſpecially fo great a Noiſe about my Sermon having the very next Day 
been made. Whereas I profeſs ſolemnly. that until J heard of this Paſ- 
ſage in his Lordſhip's Book; The leaſt Mention of any ſuch Thing was 


nerer made that I know of. Nor have I any Reaſon to believe that there 
Was 
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was ſo much as one Diſſenter at that time preſent : Or if thete were, I 
cannot imagine what. P/zaſure it could be to him, to hear the great Ob- 
jection of his Party againſt our Ceremonies plainly confured. 
Thirdly, As for the Congregation then preſent, which his Lordſhip 
calls a Concorr ſe; It conſiſted (For as much as ever I could learn, or 
then obſerve) only of the Pariſhoners, and ſome few that had been fo, 
with perhaps a very ſmall Number of Lodgers or others, who ſometimes 
uſed to come thither. And as for the then or late Pariſhoners; I who 
then had been for above Eight Years their Paſtor, can aſſure you, that 
they deſerve a much better Character than what his Lordſhip has been 
pleaſed to beſtow upon them. = 
And, Laſtly, All this pretended Applauſe diſelaſing it ſelf in the 
Looks of ſome ; And Grief of Heart with Surpriſe and Indignation 
diſcovered in the fallen Countenances of others, is no more but a meer 
. Flouriſh. For there was not the leaſt viſible Emotion in the Congrega- 
tion all the while I was Preaching ; Nor was it poſſible for any one to 
obſerve ſuch various Alteration of Countenance (If. any ſuch there had 
been) in the ſeveral Ferſons who in a | ſuppoſed ] great Concourſe were 
met in that Church, which is none of the moſt Lightſome, and in a 
dusky Evening; Except he had gone round from Pew to Pew to peep 
Mens Faces, Which I need not aſſure you that no Man dic. 
But if the Sermon I Preached, were the ſame that I have Printed 
(For which I always have, and ſtill do appeal to thoſe who heard it ) 
And if it alſo be exactly agreeable to the Doctrine of our Church (For 
which 1 again appeal to our Articles, Book of Common- Prayer, and 
approved Writers, particularly Biſhop Sanderſon ) How came it at firſt 
to be ſo miſconſtrued, and even ſtill to be oppoſed by my Lord Biſhop 
of Cork © To which I ſhall return you no other Anſwer- but this, that 
Miſtakes and Mifapprehenfions have often ariſen from different Cauſes, 
and been propagated upon different Motives ; Of the Particulars of 
which, in this preſent Caſe, I ſhall-not take upon me to give you any 
Account, but leave you intirely to your own ConjeQures. 

I will add no more but to tell you that it Biſhop Sander ſon's Preface 
(And I may add his Sermons Ad Clerum) do not ſufficiently ſatisfy you 
of the Truth of my Doctrine touching our Ceremonies : You may con- 
ſult Biſhop Beveridge's Expoſition of our Twentieth Article; With a 
Quotation from whence I will conclude this Letter. 

It is lawful for the Church to decree and appoint what Rites or 
** Ceremonies ſhall be uſed in the publick Worſhip of God; Not a2 
« Parts of that Worſhip ; For then they would not be Rites and Cece- 
“ monies. And therefore it is in vain objected by the Adverſaries to 
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ce this Truth, that herein we give the Church Power te add any th ing 
to God's Worſhip, which is not commanded in his Word ; As if 
< Rites and Ceremonies were in themſelves any Part of Worſhip. 
“ Whereas what is any Part of God's Worſhip cannot be a meer Rite 
« or Ceremony; Neither can that which is a meer Rite or Ceremony 
|| * be any Part of his Worſhip. For Rites. and Ceremonies, in that 


they are nothing but Rites and Ceremonies, be in themſelves indiffe- 
< rent, neither Good nor Bad, until determined by the Church; after 
< which Determination alſo they ſtill remain indifferent in themſelves, 
and are Good and Bad only in Reference to their Decree, who had 
„Power and Authority, to determine them. Whereas every the leaſt 
Part of God's Worſhip, in that it is a Pært of God's Worſhip, can 
*' by no Means be omitted without Sin. And therefore when it is here 
&- 1aid, that the Church has Power to decree Rites or Ceremonies, we 
« muſt always by the Words Rites or Ceremonies, underſtand acthing 
«-c/ſe but the particular CireymPfences and Cuſtoms to be obſerved \ 
in the Service and Worſhip of God, not as any Cauſe or Part 
I thereof. | A oy 


| Jan Tour, &c. 
De. 22. 1715 | 
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